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Applicant's response of 6/26/06 has been entered. The examiner will address 
applicant's remarks at the end of this office action. 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

2. Claims 1,2,4-6,8,10,13,14,16,19, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
clearly anticipated by Ramsden (5481464). Ramsden discloses the claimed invention. 

3. Claims 1,5,6,8,10,13,14,16,19-26, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Wu (5313404). 

For claims 1,5,8,10,13,14,16,19-26, Wu discloses an automatic postal machine 
that accepts items for storage and for pick up by a commercial carrier. The machine 
has an outer housing, which is the outer walls of the machine itself. The means for 
weighing an item is the weighing scale 500. The means for inputting information 
relating to the destination of the item from the customer is the keyboard of buttons 70 on 
the front of the machine. One of the buttons is 79, which is a domestic mail button. 
When this button is pressed, this is a step of inputting information that indicates that the 
mail is domestic, which is information relating to the destination of the item. Domestic 
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mail is bound for inside the US, which is a destination for the item. The same holds true 
for the "air mail" button, which is traditionally associated with overseas mail, which is a 
destination. Additionally, it is disclosed in column 1, lines 62-end, that the machine can 
automatically print out the ZIP codes on the mail items according to "the input ZIP 
codes". Wu discloses a means for inputting information relating to the destination of 
the item. The control means for calculating shipping charges is the microprocessor that 
is disclosed in column 4, lines 41-44 as calculating shipping charges. The control 
means is in communication with the weighing means and the inputting means. The 
shipping fee that is calculated is based on the weight of the item and the class of 
service, which can be domestic mail (info, relating to a destination). The means for 
accepting identification information is the money card reader 711 that is disclosed in 
column 4, lines 4-9. Applicant has claimed that the means for accepting identification 
information relating to eventual payment from the customer comprises a means for 
receiving and reading a credit card. The examiner notes that the structure defined by 
this language is the same as found in Wu's money card reader 71 1 . The structure is 
the same. The means for communicating the charges to a central location for billing the 
charges is satisfied by the disclosure in column 3, lines 65 to column 4, line 3, where it 
is disclosed that a modem 151 may be added to the system so that data communication 
with a remote host 150 can occur. This disclosure satisfies the claimed means plus 
function language. This inherently was done via telephone lines. The examiner wants 
to note that the act of communicating the charges information to a central location for 
the billing is not part of the claim, only the structure that is used to accomplish this step. 
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The intended use of the communication means does not define over the prior art 
because the prior art is fully capable of doing what is claimed due to the fact that there 
is a modem present that can communication with the remote host 150, The storage 
area is defined by a 1®* zone 162 and a secure zone 161 that the item is moved into for 
storage. Wu discloses the invention as claimed. 

For claims 5,10,16,19,21,22,25,26, in addition to that disclosed above, the 
means for storing the information associated with the item is satisfied by the disclosure 
in column 5, lines 3-7, where it is disclosed that payment data of the mail is stored in the 
microprocessor. This inherently requires a storage device of some kind (memory) 
which satisfies what is claimed. 

For claims 6,16,26, the means for printing a hard copy of a manifest (or the 
means for printing a hard copy of the shipment fee in claim 16) is the printer, that is 
disclosed in column 5, lines 3-7 as being capable of printing out the payment data that 
is stored by the microprocessor. The means for printing is a printer, which is disclosed 
in Wu. 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of 
the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of 
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the various claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein 
were made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation 
under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was 
not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the examiner to 
consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or(g) 
prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

6. Claim 2 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Wu 
(5313404) in view of Takesako (4641239). 

For claim 2, Wu does not disclose a means for supplying voice instructions for 
operation of the system as claimed. Takesako discloses an automated banking 
machine that has a voice instruction unit 17, that supplies instructions to the user of the 
automated machine on how to operate the machine. The instruction unit includes a 
speaker to emit the audible instructions. This is present so that users who are not 
familiar with the operation of the machine can get some guidance on how it works. It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to provide the system of Wu with a voice instruction unit as disclosed by 
Takesako, so that instructions on how to use the postal machine can be given out to 
users who may not know how to operate the machine. One of ordinary skill in the art 
would have been motivated to do this because of the fact that many users may not 
know how to operate the machine and would need some instructions on its operation. 
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7. Claim 4 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Wu 
(531 3404) in view of Stringer (504201 5). 

For claim 4, not disclosed is a means for measuring the item size and inputting 
the size into the control means for use is calculating a shipping charge. Stringer 
discloses a system that is intended to measure the dimensions and volume of a 
package that is to be shipped. It is disclosed in column 1 that many shippers calculate 
shipping charges based on both package weight and package dimensions. This is well 
known in the art as "dimensional weight". Stringer discloses a system that allows the 
dimensions of a package to be determined for use in calculating a shipping charge. 
Because it is known that many shipping companies calculate shipping charges based 
on both package weight and package dimensions, one of ordinary skill in the art would 
have been motivated to provide the system of Wu with the ability to measure the item 
size and input that size into the control means so that the control means can calculate 
shipping charges by weight and volume (i.e. well known dimensional weight). 

8. Applicant's arguments filed 6/26/06 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

With respect to the issue of whether or not some of the claims are entitled to a 
filing date of 4/1/1991, upon consideration of applicant's arguments, the examiner is 
going to maintain his position that claims 1,2,4-6,8,10,13,14,16,19 are only entitled to a 
filing date of 8/2/1994. The reason for this is that the scope of some means plus 
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function language is not supported in 07/678,863, which nneans that applicant does not 
have support for the scope of what is claimed back to 1991 . With respect to the 
limitation of "means for inputting information relating to the destination of the item from 
the customer", the specification from 07/678,863 disclosed a touch screen or a 
conventional computer keyboard as being the input mechanism. The instant 
specification is setting forth guidance to the examiner that the means plus function 
language is to be given a different scope than that originally disclosed in the 07 case, 
because now the means language covers the structure of the voice recognition system 
that is not explicitly disclosed in 07/678,863. The scope of the means for inputting 
limitation has been set forth in the instant specification to be different than the disclosed 
touch screen and keyboard from 07/678,863 because it covers different structure and 
the analysis of what would be an equivalent is also different now because of the newly 
added embodiment to the voice recognition system. The examiner has read applicant's 
arguments and notes that applicant has stated and argued that "The written description 
requirement is satisfied if one of ordinary skill in the art would have understood the 
inventor(s) to be in possession of the claimed subject matter at the time of filing, even if 
very nuance of the claims is not explicitly described in the specification. Vas-Cath, Inc. 
V. Mahurkan 935 F .2d 1555, 1563, 19 USPQ2d 1111, 1116 (Fed. Cir. 1991). The 
examiner notes that applicant has not used this rationale in arguing that the 07 case 
supports the claimed scope of the means plus function language and applicant has not 
taken a position that one of ordinary skill in the art would have understood that 07 series 
case supports the embodiment of the voice recognition system. The examiner is simply 
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concerned that the means plus function language is the presently pending claims has a 
different scope and covers different structure from what was disclosed in 07/678863. 
The scope of the means plus function language is not supported in 07/678,863. Also, 
the examiner in the last office action had stated that the limitation in claim 10 of a 
means for transmitting a manifest to a remote location also did not have support back to 
1991. The examiner does not see any specific arguments concerning claim 10, but 
does note that Exhibit A addresses claim 10 and what is claimed. In the exhibit, 
applicant set forth 6 areas where support can be found in 07/678863, but in the opinion 
of the examiner, none of them support what is claimed because it does not appear that 
there was ever a disclosure to having a means for transmitting a manifest to a remote 
location. At best the manifest is printed locally, but the relied upon sections of 
07/678863 do not provide support for what is claimed. This limitation is believed to only 
go back to 8/2/1994. For these reasons the examiner is maintaining the position that 
claims 1,2,4-6,8,10,13.14,16,19 are only entitled to a filing date of 8/2/1994. The 
arguments found under sections C, E, F, and G are found to be persuasive. 

9. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Dennis Ruhl whose telephone number is 571-272-6808. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Weiss can be reached on 571-272-6812. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status infomnation for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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